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I present a jaunty little [[14, 3, 3]] non-CSS surface code that can be described using a rhombic
dodecahedron. Do with it what you will.

The surface. Figure 1 depicts the rhombic dodecahedron
in wireframe, azimuthal, and net projections. Enlarge,
cut out, fold, and tape the net diagram together to create
your own handy three-dimensional model. Better yet,
print one using a 3D printer for maximum enjoyment.[14]

(a) 3D wireframe. (b) Azimuthal
projection.

(c) 2D net.

FIG. 1: (Color online.) Depictions of the rhombic dodecahe-
dron.

The rhombic dodecahedron has 14 vertices, 24 edges,
and 12 faces. Eight vertices have degree three and six
vertices have degree four. Each of its dozen faces is a
rhombus of the same size and shape, with the long diag-
onal of each rhombus having a length that is

√
2 times

the length of the short diagonal. (The Bilinski rhom-
bic dodecahedron has a slightly different geometry, for
golden ratio aficionados [1, 2].) The faces can be colored
red, green, and blue so that no two adjacent faces share
the same color.

The code. Locate a qubit on each vertex and a check
on each face of the rhombic dodecahedron; X, Y , and
Z Pauli checks are on the the red, green, and blue faces
respectively. Because the product of all face checks is the
identity, there are only 11 independent checks, meaning
that the code encodes three logical qubits. Another way
to arrive at this conclusion is to interpret the degree-three
vertices as disclination twists [15], where each twist after
the first pair contributes a quantum dimension of

√
2

to the logical Hilbert space, following the quasiparticle-

based reasoning discussed in Ref. [3].
Subject to the vertex labeling and face coloring in the

figures, the algebraic representations of the checks are
the Sj

i operators below, with the operator SZ
4 written in

parentheses because it is not an independent check—it is
the product of the preceding ones.

SX
1 = XXX I I X I I I I I I I I

SX
2 = I I XX I I XX I I I I I I

SX
3 = I I I I I I I XX I I XX I

SX
4 = X I I I I I I I I X I I X X

SY
1 = I Y Y Y Y I I I I I I I I I

SY
2 = I I Y I I Y Y I I I I Y I I

SY
3 = I I I I Y I I I Y Y I I Y I

SY
4 = I I I I I I I I I I Y Y Y Y

SZ
1 = Z Z I I Z I I I I Z I I I I

SZ
2 = I I I Z Z I I Z Z I I I I I

SZ
3 = I I I I I I Z Z I I Z Z I I

(SZ
4 = Z I I I I Z I I I I Z I I Z).

(1)

It may seem puzzling at first that a surface code on
an object that is topologically equivalent to a sphere can
hold any logical qubits because the surface code is a ho-
mological code, meaning that the logical operators have
a homological character, yet the homology of a sphere is
trivial. The resolution to this puzzle is the presence of
the disclination twist defects—they provide locations on
which string-like logical operators can begin and end.

We can construct a basis for the code’s logical space
in the following way. Each collection of faces of the same
color forms an “equator” on the rhombic dodecahedron.
Along each of the three colored equators, construct a
weight-four Pauli operator that commutes with all of the
checks and other equator operators but which cannot be
expressed as a product of them—these are representa-
tives for the logical X operators for the code. Alge-
braically, the operators are

Xr = Z I Y I I I I Z I I I I Y I

Xg = I I X I Z I I I I I Z I X I

Xb = X I I I Y I I X I I Y I I I.

(2)
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To each logical X operator, associate a logical Z op-
erator in the following way. For each “equator,” locate
a collection of three qubits that forms a “V” shape that
points along the equator; the “V” is supported on a string
of qubits that connects twist defects on either side of
the equator. Choose these three “V” sets so that they
correspond to disjoint sets of qubits. On each of these
“V” sets, form a Pauli operator that anticommutes with
the corresponding logical X operator on the equator but
commutes with all other checks and logical operators.
Algebraically, one choice for the logical Z operators is

Zr = I I XZ I I Z I I I I I I I

Zg = I I I I Y I I I XX I I I I

Zb = Z I I I I Y I I I I I I I Y.

(3)

Figure 2 depicts the logical X and Z operators for
the code using the azimuthal projection of the rhombic
dodecahedron.

(a) Logical X
operators.

(b) Logical Z
operators.

FIG. 2: (Color online.) A basis of logical operators for the
code.

Observe, from Eq. (3), that the distance of the surface
code on the rhombic dodecahedron is at most three. Us-
ing the symmetry of the rhombic dodecahedron, it is a
straightforward task to verify that all weight-two Pauli
operators anticommute with some check. This proves
that three is, in fact, the minimum distance of the code.

Although standard surface codes [4–7] are CSS codes
[8, 9], the presence of disclination twist defects allows
the presence of Y checks [10], making it a non-CSS code.
The consequence of all of these considerations is that the
surface code on the rhombic dodecahedron is a [[14, 3, 3]]
non-CSS code.
Ruminations. A natural follow-on question to ask is,
“Does the surface code on the rhombic dodecahedron
generalize to larger polyhedral codes?” Perhaps it does,
but as far as I can tell, there is no unique systematic
method of generalization; there are an infinite number of
larger face-three-colorable polyhedra. However, turning
the other direction, the surface code on the cube is an
obvious progenitor of the surface code on the rhombic
dodecahedron. (In fact, one can glue a pyramid to each
face of the cube to generate the rhombic dodecahedron,

as depicted in Fig. 3.) This “cubic surface code” has
eight qubits and eight disclination twist defects, so three
logical qubits total. The distance turns out to be two, so
it is an [[8, 3, 2]] code, just like the (distinct!) “smallest
interesting colour code” [11]. Perhaps you will be the
one to discover interesting generalizations of the rhombic
docdecahedron surface code. Be sure to enjoy your time
doing so.

FIG. 3: (Color online.) The rhombic dodecahedron can be
formed by gluing pyramids to each face of the cube.
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[1] S. Bilinski, Über die Rhombenioeder, Glasnik Mat. Fiz.

Astr. 15, 251 (1960).
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